REMARKS 



The Office Action of March 20, 2007 has been received and its contents carefully 
considered. 

Present Status of the Application 

The present Amendment cancels claims 2-3 and 10-11. It also revises 
independent claims 1 and 9. On entry of this Amendment, claims 1 5 4-9 and 12-15 are 
pending in the application. It is noted that the features of claims 2-3 and 10-11 have been 
incorporated into independent claims 1 and 9, respectively. It is respectfully submitted 
that no new issue or new matter arises by this Amendment. Reconsideration of this 
application is respectfully requested in light of the amendments and the remarks 
presented below. 

Rejection of 35 U.S.C. 103 fa) 

The Office Action rejects claims 1-15 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over applicant's admitted prior art in view of Asano et al (U.S. Publication 
2002/0070909). This reference will be called simply "Asano" hereafter, for the sake of 
convenient discussion. Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection for the reasons 
discussed below. 

It is respectfully submitted that Asano fails to teach or suggest a hoof or L shaped 
arrangement of a capacitor region, a first TFT region, and a second TFT region, in 
accordance with the current formulation of independent claims 1 and 9. In claims 1 and 
9, a capacitor region, a first TFT region, a second TFT region are arranged in a hoof 
shape or an L shape adjacent to a opening region within a rectangular pixel unit. 

Referring to the admitted prior art shown in Figure 2a of the present application, a 
capacitor region 42, a first TFT region 41, and a second TFT region 43 are arranged in an 
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irregular shape, such that the ITO region 5 and the opening region 51 cannot be formed in 
a rectangular shape with a high aperture ratio. It is therefore respectfully submitted that 
the admitted prior art does not teach or suggest a hoof or L shaped arrangement as recited 
in claims 1 and 9. Since Asano does not teach a hoof or L shaped arrangement, either, a 
combination of the admitted prior art and Asano would not have suggested the inventions 
now defined by the independent claims to an ordinarily skilled person. 

Claims 4-8 and claims 12-15 depend from claims 1 and 9 respectively, and 
therefore incorporate all of the limitations of claim s 1 and 9, so these claims are also in 
condition for allowance. 

Conclusion 

For the foregoing reasons, it is respectfully submitted that this application is now 
in condition for allowance. Reconsideration of the application is therefore respectfully 
requested. 



Respectfully submitted, 
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